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Figure 43. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance for Aransas Pass, Texas -
smooth earth.

Figure 44. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance for Galveston, Texas - smooth
earth.
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Figure 45. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance for English Turn, Louisiana -
smooth earth.

Figure 46. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance for Mobile Point, Alabama -
smooth earth.
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Figure 47. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance going west from the FAA
beacon at Bennett, Colorado - smooth earth.

Figure 48. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance going west from the FAA
beacon at Bennett, Colorado - irregular terrain.
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Figure 49. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance going north from the FAA
beacon at Bennett, Colorado - smooth earth.

Figure 50. Comparison of measured and predicted field
strength vs. distance going north from the FAA
beacon at Bennett, Colorado - irregular terrain.
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